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1, Gregory stone, declare at; follows: 

iesi.c e «-t -.349 north Early Street, Alexandria, Virgin- 
ia, 22302. 

2. ) For over ton years I In, To boon deeply interested in the 
Hubert P. Kennedy assassination and the evidentiary Questions sur- 
rounding it. I have developed a certain count, of expertise „„ 

*"** ““'’ Ct3 OI CMe an “ » ave ™*ed closely „ith or for other 
persons who .tax-o these interests, including the l„te Congressman 

''■ e4i " s “ i ” r AlluW *• bowonstein, i-aal hcbraile, n friend of 
• u.no! „en, Way's and a victim in the shooting, and Kobart J. Jolinj 
fo^er President of the American Academy of Forensic Science. I 
have written and poften about the case, testified about it before 
the I.os Angeles Police Commission, co-authored a memorandum on it 
rocjuestod by the Los A^eloe County heart of .Supervisors, and carrie 
on research and correspondence with respect to it. I am interested 
in the case for both general and scholarly reasons and expect to do 
substantial further work on it in the coming years. 

I believe tin t key questions of fact on the fundamental 
i.i.vu-.h, 01 who assassination are at present unresolved, based on the 
information currently in the public domain. I also believe that ade- 
quate public understanding of 8U&arah$dt event a of this kind in Amer- 
icmi history is a matter of exceptional importance, and is rendered 
even more critical because of the ongoing grave problems in subs tan- 



ease. In 



tinting t ho current official 
my judgement an imicrot.ijidin 
response of governmental and 
this magnitude is also of p r 



u lone assassin* theory of the 
g of the nature and effectiveness of 
societal Institutions to a tragedy 
of omul importance* Such an understoj 



the 

of 



can not only prepare us better to deal with such events in the future, 
but also has independent scholarly and public interest value for in- 
sights into the nature of these institutions* 



Many of the most important facts casting doubt on the offic- 
ial theory of the assassination come from the reports and observations 
of the official investigators themselves. In the history of contro- 
versy about this case there has been a persistent tendency forimppor- 
taut official claims to be contradicted by she very findings nr the 
investigative personnel on which they are purported! y based* In other 



instances, the primary information has tended to fully or partially 
corx'oborate official conclusions, which serves* both to refine our 
specific knowledge of the case and to lay to rest plausible but un- 
founded concerns or irresponsible charges* Thus, the primary obser- 
vations of the investigators involved are of crucial importance in 
imderstfixiding the case as- a whole. I intend to write about this as- 
sassination in the future, and such materials and corroborative infor- 
mation originating from the early investigative efforts are essential 



source materials* 

5. Ixi the mid-1970s, I corresponded with the FBI about one fin- 
ding in their official reports of the crime-scene investigation which 
decisively contradicts their formal conclusion that only one gun was 
fired, at the scene of the crime. No adequate explanation was forth- 



coming with respect to the obvious discrepancy bo tv eon evidentiary 
reports and official conclusions , am; there was seemingly little or 
no interest on the part of my official correspondents in the fact 



that their own findings 
the nature of this crime 
agent whose observations 
with the FBI crime scxrne 



impeached a fundamental judgement concerning 
. X have since spoken with a former FBI special 
at the crime scene ax~e similarly consistent 
reports and inconsistent with the current 



official theory about the number of shooters. Other similar informa- 
tion has also come to light . I believe that a lack of concern, if 
present, about a matter of such groat importance is reprehensible on 
the purt of a responsible law enforeeuont agency. 

6 . In consulting with my attorney in connection with the prep- 
ration of the Freedom of Information Act request to be filed on 
this ease by myself and Professor Philip He 1 raison, I emphasised the 
importance of the nemos of individual agents as part of the requested 
disclosure. This is important for several reasons, and a prior re- 
lease of headquarters FBI files in the mid-1970s has routinely de- 
leted such names, significantly hampering its usefulness. Our in- 
itial letter to the FBI, dated December 22, 198d, stated in part : 
ft We request that the names of the FBI Special Agents 
and other personnel involved in the investigation not 
be excised absent specific facts showing that there is 
an actual serious threat that personal jeopardy or ex- 
treme embarrassment unrelated to the handling of the 



assassination investigation would result from such dis- 
closure... The Warren Commission released thousands 
of documents c oncoming the assassination of President 






Kennedy, a coupe. rub i e national trugeuy , withou 1 . ue~ 
leting the names of any of the investigating agents. " 

(pp. £- 3 ) 

7, Notwithstanding this iretpicst, fciie most iece.it icIouj-o Oj. 
iBI material routinely excises the nesses of all law enforcement per- 
sonnel, ]<•»! ami otherwise. The use of such deletions, absent some 
serious or unusual circumstance of danger or sensii/ivj oy, run ikes 

ae as being not only very detrimental to the usefulness of the files, 
but also as serving no constructive public purpose, other possible 
purposes for such deletion practices might be to avoid specific ac- 
countability for investigating agency performance or to forestall 
.-,00088 to substantive information germane to the evidentiary issues. 

If they exist, such purposes are demeaning to the agency involved and 
dangerous to the public. 

8 , I obi aware of numerous past instances in which the names of 

specific Kill agents and other law enforcement officials who worked 
ou this investigation have been matters of public knowledge. With 
the limited research files currently in ny possession, I have iden- 
tified the names of 2.6 agents or personnel who worked on the assas- 
sination investigation, all made available in the context of official 
actions, investigations, interviews, etc., they were engaged In dur- 
ing their work on the case (*list names). I do not know of any in- 
stance in which the availability of the name of the agent involved 
has caused serious personal inconvenience or difficulty to that indi- 
vidual. I am similarly unaware of any serious private burden elected 
by the idontifio tion of the many public and law enforcement personnel 
from other particf^at^ttgS»gQ.ii<ji>aorqhftsexVi&SOK !: ^^v^ well “ 






toowiiSpicwn, 

9m Vhe names of several FBI special a&euts •••ho worked on the 

case have lovsg Boon available in a variety of routine situations 
characteristic of the free flow of information about an important 
public event ♦ Among theseelre^;t2iei& the following t 

a.) The FBI liaison with the Los Angeles Police Depart— 
meat, along with a long list of LaFB officers and other offic- 
ials who worked on the case, was g$voMi'&e& in the book Special 
Unit Senator , published in a 96-9 ml & written by the Chief of 
Detectives of the Los Angeles Police Department, 

!>#) The names of ten different special agents involved 
in tho investigation were giyertecl in connection with their in- 
vestigative activities in the Book El-iC Must Pie! , published in 
1970. Agent names were listed in the book 1 s index, 

e.) One former special agent, now a professor of police 
science, introduced himself to 11 former Los Angelos Assistant 
District Attorney following a speech by the latter v/JvXch touched 
in part on the case. This suggests that identification may buen 
be elcome to acme or many of the individual?* concerned* 

d* ) The name of tho Special Agent reporting in tlii s in— 
vest 5-gat ion has been available for nearly Ion years as a result 
of earlier FBI releases pursuant to FOIA, 

e.) In a report on the assassination filed in 1977 by a 
former DpeciuX Counsel for the Los Angelos District . ttorney f s 
office, the name & of tv/ a FBI special agents who worked on the cose 
were noted* Both h d been contacted directly by the Special Coun- 
sel because tho subject 01 choir findings or observations rc- 



stained genuine to ongoing c ;n trover;, res about the ovi deuce. 

f.) Material entered as provocation exhibits in the for- 
i’ial trial record of the case, available in the past at the Los 
Angeles bounty 61erk*H office and nov? at the National Archives 



included many wholly unedited FBI reports, *> nnlu line aeb'n e g a e e 

the ucuoe {; sc) f othth© special agent (a) reporting and/or other 1'LsI 



personnel. In the files which 2 have immediately at hand, I have 
located the nones of 17 such agents, available in these public 
records since 1969. 

10, 10. i note that iu tho materials on the aasassinatioti released 
by the FBI to date, both in the Mid-1970s and in the recent release, 
the names of specific witnesses, sources, and even suspects from the 
general public have been substantially available. ( Certain kinds of 
private information regarding the named iad viduals have, of course, 
been appropriately deleted in cases.) In no case of which I aia aware 
has the release of such names by the FBI caused serious personal in- 
convenience or difficulty for the party involved* The risk of v w ah 
inconvenience may at times be present, however amply justified by the 
overwhelming public importance of this investigation. I think that 
such minor risks would fall at least as appropriately on paid pro- 
fessional employees of mi agency serving the public us on accidental 
witnesses, bystander® , investigatees or vwn£dtaJ^ia a< HP6C^ri^ho are 



private citi.-ens* 



11. In su«ua; ry, I believe that the excision of the iiamesoof law 
enforcement ]>ers- am el from the files publicly available in this matter 
will bo seriously prejudicial to ay own work and the ■ ork of others. 
Based on my knowledge of such name:-, as ir.vc been released in the past. 
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. onoi^ly j*u ;tiixcd fcy ;i ny F^iaie or private t, 

12 # I do.c:i;..ro umk^r ©r perjury that the f*r<?goisig is 

true nd cannot to tfc*) %©;*i of KbE^ciitod on tbift 

<by a* .., uf 19SS. 






